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As a veterinarian. it is my responsibility to provide for the health and well-being of nonhuman animals of various
types. One of the fundamental considerations for this is the provision of adequate nourishment. To withhold this,
when it is not medically indicated, would cause severe diminishment in the well- -being of the individual, as well as
put the individual at risk for disease and death. : ‘

It is, therefore. alarming that the poultr y 1ndu>tw utilizes and advocates thu witht mldmg, of atl food for up to-14
da}s in order to synchronize the laying cvcle of hens used for eg pxodud on. This industry standard, known as
forced molting, is part of textbooks on the sub;ect and is taught in animal science courses. It is not done for the
benefit of the hens. It is not done because itis medically indicated. It is done %xmph to maximize profits for the
pmducer

The ethical costs of forced molting are astronomical. The chickens are placed in a position of literally being
starved, which causes severe dummshment in their well-being. They are so severely stréssed that many undergo
distress, which is the situation when the: body cannot deal effectively with a S?ifl‘wfui stimulus. Although stress is
unavoidable in life and can be beneficial to surviv al, to cause an individual distress is cruel, especially when it is
not intended to help the individual. The dnstress can be so great that a substantial number of the chickens will not
survive the forced molting process. Thls is testimony, to the suffering inflicted on these bxrds

The withholding of food from any individual when this is not mtended to hclp the mdmdual is morally
unconscionable and should not be condoned' by thoughtfu} compassmnate and humane mmded people. No rational
person would do this to cats, dogs or othel animals. It is ethtcallv bxoiowica?h and {Uﬂll\ inconsistent to do it to
chickens.
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